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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

1. Claims 1, 4, 8, 11, 12, 15-17, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Sipple et al. (US 6,405,327). 

Regarding claim 1, Sipple et al. teaches monitoring with successive measurements a 
utilization parameter of a system resource (column 3, lines 38-40); computing a change 
parameter by comparing the differences between successive measurements of the utilization 
parameter (column 3, lines 20-25 and 58-60); comparing the change parameter to a threshold 
change parameter (column 3, lines 20-25); and reporting a resource bottleneck if the change 
parameter exceeds the threshold change parameter (column 3, lines 43-44). 

Regarding claim 4, Sipple et al. teaches delaying reporting the resource bottleneck until 
the change parameter exceeds the threshold change parameter on at least one successive 
measurements (column 9, lines 42-48). 

Regarding claim 8, Sipple et al. teaches a computer useable medium having computer 
readable code (column 1, line 8) means embodied thereon for causing a computer to execute a 
method for detecting and forecasting resource bottlenecks of a computer system, the computer 
readable code means in the computer program product including: computer readable program 
code means for causing a computer to monitor with successive measurements a utilization 
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parameter of a system resource (column 3, lines 38-41); computer readable program code means 
for causing a computer to compute a change parameter by comparing the differences between 
successive measurements of the utilization parameter (column 3, lines 20-25 and 58-60); 
computer readable program code means for causing a computer to compare the change parameter 
to a threshold change parameter (column 3, lines 20-25); and computer readable program code 
means for causing a computer to report a resource bottleneck if the change parameter exceeds the 
threshold change parameter (column 3, lines 43-44). 

Regarding claim 1 1, Sipple et al. teaches that the resource bottleneck is not reported until 
the change parameter exceeds the threshold change parameter on at least one successive 
measurement (column 9, lines 42-48). 

Regarding claim 12, Sipple et al. teaches that the utilization parameter is the average 
utilization of the system resource for a time period (column 8, lines 56-60). 

Regarding claim 15, Sipple et al. teaches a processor (16); and a program code (column 
1, line 8) executed on the processor for detecting and forecasting resource bottlenecks, the 
program code including code for: monitoring with successive measurements a utilization 
parameter of a system resource (column 3, lines 38-41); computing a change parameter by 
comparing the differences between successive measurements of the utilization parameter 
(column 3, lines 20-25 and 58-60); comparing the change parameter to a threshold change 
parameter (column 3, lines 20-25); and predicting a resource bottleneck if the change parameter 
exceeds the threshold change parameter (column 3, lines 43-44). 

Regarding claim 16, Sipple et al. teaches code for determining a corrective action to 
avoid the resource bottleneck (column 1 1, lines 61-63). 
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Regarding claim 17, Sipple et al. teaches that the data processing system is a server 
within a LAN network and the utilization parameter is a percentage of CPU utilization (column 
2, line 2 and column 3, line 21). 

Regarding claim 20, Sipple et al. teaches code for reporting the resource bottleneck if the 
change parameter exceeds the threshold change parameter on at least one successive 
measurement (column 9, lines 42-48). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

2. Claims 2, 3, 5-7, 9, 10, 13, 14, 18, and 19 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
The primary reason for the indication of allowable subject matter in claim 2 is the 
inclusion of the limitation of detecting false bottleneck alarms and modifying the threshold 
change parameter based on the false bottleneck alarms to decrease a sensitivity of the method. It 
is this limitation in the claimed combination that has not been found, taught, or suggested by the 
prior art that makes these claims allowable. 

The primary reason for the indication of allowable subject matter in claim 3 is the 
inclusion of the limitation of detecting bottlenecks that are not reported resource bottlenecks and 
modifying the threshold change parameter based on detecting bottlenecks that are not reported 
resource bottlenecks to increase a sensitivity of the method. It is this limitation in the claimed 
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combination that has not been found, taught, or suggested by the prior art that makes these 
claims allowable. 

The primary reason for the indication of allowable subject matter in claim 5 is the 
inclusion of the limitation that the utilization parameter includes an average utilization of the 
system resource for a time period and wherein computing a change parameter by comparing the 
differences between successive measurements of the utilization parameter comprises subtracting 
successive measurements of the utilization parameter, and wherein the utilization parameter is 
distributed in sequentially consecutive utilization classes of increasing utilization, the average 
utilization for each time period being established for each utilization class, and wherein 
computing the change parameter comprises comparing the difference between average utilization 
for consecutive classes at least at two different time periods. It is this limitation in the claimed 
combination that has not been found, taught, or suggested by the prior art that makes these 
claims allowable. 

The primary reason for the indication of allowable subject matter in claim 6 is the 
inclusion of the limitation that the utilization parameter includes a standard deviation of the 
utilization of the system resource for a time period and wherein computing a change parameter 
by comparing the differences between successive measurements of the utilization parameter 
comprises determining if the utilization of the system is increasing and the standard deviation of 
the utilization of the system resource is decreasing based on the successive measurements. It is 
this limitation in the claimed combination that has not been found, taught, or suggested by the 
prior art that makes these claims allowable. 
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The primary reason for the indication of allowable subject matter in claim 7 is the 
inclusion of the limitation that the utilization parameter is the median load of the utilization of 
the system resource for a time period and wherein computing a change parameter by comparing 
the differences between successive measurements of the utilization parameter comprises 
determining if the median load is less than the utilization of the system and then greater than the 
utilization of the system on a successive measurement. It is this limitation in the claimed 
combination that has not been found, taught, or suggested by the prior art that makes these 
claims allowable. 

The primary reason for the indication of allowable subject matter in claim 9 is the 
inclusion of the limitation of computer readable program code means for causing a computer to 
detect false bottleneck alarms and to modify the threshold change parameter based on the false 
bottleneck alarms to decrease a sensitivity. It is this limitation in the claimed combination that 
has not been found, taught, or suggested by the prior art that makes these claims allowable. 

The primary reason for the indication of allowable subject matter in claim 10 is the 
inclusion of the limitation of computer readable program code means for causing a computer to 
detect bottlenecks that are not reported resource bottlenecks and to modify the threshold change 
parameter based on detected bottlenecks that are not reported resource bottlenecks to increase a 
sensitivity. It is this limitation in the claimed combination that has not been found, taught, or 
suggested by the prior art that makes these claims allowable. 

The primary reason for the indication of allowable subject matter in claim 13 is the 
inclusion of the limitation that the utilization parameter is the standard deviation of the utilization 
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of the system resource for a time period. It is this limitation in the claimed combination that has 
not been found, taught, or suggested by the prior art that makes these claims allowable. 

The primary reason for the indication of allowable subject matter in claim 14 is the 
inclusion of the limitation that the utilization parameter is the median load of the utilization of 
the system resource for a time period. It is this limitation in the claimed combination that has not 
been found, taught, or suggested by the prior art that makes these claims allowable. 

The primary reason for the indication of allowable subject matter in claim 18 is the 
inclusion of the limitation of code for detecting false bottleneck alarms and modifying the 
threshold change parameter based on the false bottleneck alarms to decrease a sensitivity. It is 
this limitation in the claimed combination that has not been found, taught, or suggested by the 
prior art that makes these claims allowable. 

The primary reason for the indication of allowable subject matter in claim 19 is the 
inclusion of the limitation of code for detecting bottlenecks that are not reported resource 
bottlenecks and modifying the threshold change parameter based on detecting bottlenecks that 
are not reported resource bottlenecks to increase a sensitivity of the method. It is this limitation 
in the claimed combination that has not been found, taught, or suggested by the prior art that 
makes these claims allowable. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Meagan S. Walling whose telephone number is (571) 272-2283. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8:30 AM to 5 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Barlow can be reached on (571) 272-2269. The fax phone number for the 



organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

msw BRYAN BUI 
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